subsequent generations might have found it, was a dead end, quickly forgotten, without influence or impact.
This approach mirrors a wider assessment of early Quaker writing about slavery. In the main, historians pass quickly through the first century of Quaker anti-slavery literature, discussing each text for a few lines or, at the very most, a few paragraphs. In addition to brevity, historians' discussions have one thing in common: at the end of their reading of any text, they almost invariably conclude with a phrase such as 'the book went largely unread' or 'the book had little impact'. Essentially, what the historians of early Quaker anti-slavery present us with is a narrative of failure; a story about heroic but disconnected Quakers calling out as 'lone voices' in the darkness until, miraculously, in the 1750s the Quaker community shifted en masse to an anti-slavery position, a position that took on an international and ecumenical flavour, arguably providing the impetus for the British and American abolition movements.
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A central problem with this analysis is that it rests on very narrow definitions of 'impact' or 'influence'. If by 'influence' we mean 'legislation', then clearly the Germantown Protest (with other early Quaker writings on slavery) lacked influence in that it did not lead immediately to colonial or national laws outlawing slaveholding or slave trading. Likewise, there is no evidence that the Protest led directly to the formation of anti-slavery societies of the sort that would be founded in the late eighteenth century. Nevertheless, even without such measurable indicators of impact, a text might still be influential, and even though manuscript copies of the document may not have circulated in colonial Pennsylvania, the ideas themselves may well have been current. Indeed, while it is of course impossible to know what private conversations about the morality of slavery might have taken place in the early years of the colony, that those conversations must have taken place is evident from the fact that the colony's first formal statement of anti-slavery thought comes from a group of men, and not from an individual. I choose, therefore, to read early Quaker anti-slavery writing as discourse -as a network of interrelated texts -and the Germantown Protest as a node in that network. Instead of emphasising its failures and its disconnectedness, as the historians have done, I thus view the Protest as a connected moment in a developing conversation about slavery; a conversation that leads ultimately to the decision taken by Pennsylvanian Quakers in the 1750s to outlaw slaveholding within their community. In this essay, therefore, I will read the Germantown Protest first in its historical context, second as a literary document amenable
